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Contact Person : Karen Cars.rud, 'Freda Holley 
No. Pages : 

Summary : ■ 

The v evaluation design is a one-year plan of evaluation work for this project 
It provides a brief project and evaluation stimmary, the major decision $nd 
evaluation questions to be addressed, other information needs, dissemination 
. plans, and information sources to be used. ' > 

The major foci of the'Titl^ I evaluation component for 1981-82 ^111^6 
effectiveness of : / 

♦ pre-Kindergarten and .kindergarten instruction, 

%9 the Title I -Reading Improvement Program (TRI)?) , 

the Parental Involvement Component, 

• * t * 

/ 

the school-wide projects at Allison arrd Becker, and 

' Rainbbw Kits. ' * 

'Whenever possible, longitudinal examination or tracking of students in the 
program will be conducted. * , 4 
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PROGRAM SUMMARY 



The ,ESEA Title I Program in the Austin Independent School District is. 
a continuing program supported by funds from the Education Department 1 
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. The purpose of 
ESEA Title I is to provide for 'the learning needs of educationally 
disadvantaged students in school attendance areas having high concen- 
trations of children from .low- income families. It is intended to 
provide supplemental assistance over and above the. regular school 
program. * 

Patticipation of schools in the Title I program* is determined by both 
economic and educational criteria. Schools wtiich have a higher con- 
centration jof low- income families than the district average, are eligible 
to receive Title I services. -Standardized test results and other 
available information ate used, to determine which grade levels to serve, 
which* schopls to serve and how many students to serve *at each school. , 
Participants are identified by ranking the students at each grade in a 
school asd selecting those with the greatest,' need. * ^ 

Reading Component: Title I Reading Improvement Program (TRIP) • 

The main objective of this instructional component is 4to improve Title I 
students 1 reading skills. The specific Reading Component outcome objec- 
tives can be found* iix the Information Needs section of this design. 
M * 

The Title I Reading Improvement Program is supplementary to and coordi- 
nated with the Austin Independent School District's l?asic reading program. 
Its primary purpose Is to provide additional assistance to students 
deficient in oral language and/or reading skills. During^ the 1980-81 
school year, Title I services will be provided to elibible students in 
the following schools : , 



Allan Oak Springs 
"Blackshear # Ortega 

Brooke "Pecan Springs 

Brown Ricfgetop 

Campbell Rosedale 

* Dawson Rosewood , 

Govalle Sanchez * 

Harris Sims 

Linder Travis Heights - • 

Langford Walnut Creek 

Maplewood Winn 
~* Mets * * Wooten' 

^ Norman * Zavala ^ 

The recently developed Austin Independent School District Elementary Reading/ 
Language Arts Position Paper outlines three aspects of the reading pro- 
gram: basic Skills, developmental reading, and application. Title I will . 
supplement the AISD program with activities in the following areas: 
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• Basic Skills 



Oral Language Development 
English as a Second Language 
Vocabulary Development 
Word Attack Skills 
Comprehension 



• Developmental v Reading : 



Supplementary Basal Activities 
Teacher-Made and Commercial Basal- 
Related Activities 



• Application: ' Oral Language 

v ' Children's Literature 
Creative Writing 
Content Area Reading 

/ 

The 26 Title I schools will employ classroom-based and "pull-out" in- , 
Structional approaches. Where space and instructional conditions permit, 
Title. I teachers wi.ll provide instruction in the regular classrooms. In 
other situations, services will be provided in the Title I Reading Centers 
or other 'specif ied area 4 S reserved for Title I* teachers. 

Services* will be rendered daily in instructional periods of 30 to 60 
minutes. Instruction will be delivered in groups not to exceed eight 
per teacher. , * , 

Schoolwide Projects: Allison and Becker * • ^ 

Traditionally, the Title I legislation has required. that instruction 
funded by Title I .mftst be supplemental;" i.e., Title I instruction should i 
be distinct from regular instruction and should not supplant* Instruction 
provided wit;h state and local funds. , The -new Title I legislation, however, 
•allows the development of a new icind of Title I program, a school*kfcd£r pro- 
ject, when at least 75% of the students residing within an attendance area 
are fronj low- income families .v In a schoolwide project, Jitle I funds are 
combined with local funds to lowfer'the pupil/teacher ratio', and Title I. 
instruction.is.no longer distinguishable from regular instruction. All 
students in the school are considered to be served by Title I. This year 
AISD will have schoolwide projects at Allison and Becker for the second 
year. ' 

Early Childhood Education Programr Language Development Through Sensoty 
and Visual Experience^ ^ * 

The* Early .Childhood Program which is a- full-day prekindergarten program 
designed for J.SW-SES four-year-old children' will provide cognitive and 
affective preschool instruction. The emphasis will be on oral language 
development,' concept development, and the acquisition of -problem solving 
skills. Campuses^participating in this program are Allan, Brown (2 units), 
Maplewood, Norman, Ortega, Ridgetop,*Rosewood, arid Sims. The units at 
Allan and Ridgetop ar<* funded half Qut of Title' I ancj half.out of Title 
I Migrant. . " % * . 



^ Parental ^Involvement-, 

The objectives of this component are to increase parental support for the 
"Title ^ program and to elicit parental advice in the planning and im- 
plementation of the ;prtfgram.- Parental advice, is obtained through Parent 
Advis6ry Councils ' (PAC 1 ^) . A PAC 'will be established at. each campus with* 
a Title I program. In addip;Lon, a Distriptwide PAC composed of representa- 
tives from local PAC's will 'be established. 
• ** * ' v 

The other thrust 'is to obtain parental support by providing them with 
draining in ways they can help their children improve their schpol per- 
formance. . <• * . - \ ' 

4 if f )'' V * 

Each sc'hool designates a campus contact person for parental involvement. 
Each campus also chooses one of three options for gaining assistance in 
esta^iishiife PAC's. They may choose to use -the Title I/Ti^le I Migrant 
Parental^ Involvement Specialist, the sahool's Title I "Reading Coordinator, 
or the school's own &taff. * / 

y \ , • - 

Nonpublic/Ne^lec€ed and Delinquent Component * 

Title I, Programs have been funded for the following nonpublic schools or 
institution^ for jiegl^Cted and delinquent children: 

^ 'St. Austin Schpol v ( a t • 

St. Ignatius Martyr Srfhool. \ . ^ 

• St. Mary's Cathedral ^hool ' f * <' m 

- Jtoniojr Helping Wnd EoM for Children , ^ ' 

Middle Earth Spectrum . - T * 

.Saladq House r \ 

-Settlement Club Home > v 

Tittle \. r'eafl^ng teachers, aides, or materials ate provided for each campus 
f/ to s'erv^.the^. designated students in the areas of reading and/or math. 
Middle Earth Spectrum will* receive' only materials for 1981-82. 
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? ^ evalUathcn* SUMMARY 



* 



The evaluation of the Austin Tit\Le % I Program ^serves, a number of purposes: 



a. -. t| provide information to program staff £or uae in^planniug and. ' 
' implementing the program';' * . ' , \ 

b. To' provide information, to District administrators ^the Board of; . 
Trustees, and the public -concerning -the success of the prpgram; 

c. To provide evaluation sstaff with information necessary for the ^ 
planning and implementation of subsequent Title I evaluation; 

v ■ ■ \ ' .-• % , ' * ' 

The information needs related to these purposes are met by the collection 
Ind analysis o ? f needs assessment, implementation, aficl .outCQme data, 
tleeds assessment information 'is provided on - .both ajjfcad* ^oc -Basis as 
questions arise and in formal ways, thrp'ugh the publication* of a needs 
assessment document, „ * - '< 

On-going evaluation of the implementation ^op^rOgraili components is ac^ > 
ttrinplished through classroom observations, interviews, and -the coilect^on 
of information afcout whom the prpgram is serving, • 

Outcome evaluation through the use of "standardized instruments wili measure 
the studenrt -outcomes produced by'the project activities. 

The, following- reports Mil be prepared by Title I Ev^tiation this year:* \ 

V Title I Final Evaluation Report - - . 4 ~ • 

This report is a 10**l5 page. summary of findings of the Title f Pro- 
gram/" It' is included in the ORE Evaluation findings Volume, 

• Title I EinaL 'Technical Heport '^ , . * 

I - ^ . ■ — ' — - t 

This report presents the technical information relevant to each. 
. . instrument, or information source used in the evaluation. 

Staff assigned to carry out the evaluation" activities discussed' above:, 
and: described in this document consists of an ^valuator, one ^half-t^pie 
evaluation intern, one evaluation assis^^nt, a data analyst and a secretary 



DECISION QUESTIONS ADDRESSED 



^Should the Title, I Reading Component be mpdified? If so, how? 

*D2. . Should Titl'e I p Schoolwide- Projects be continijed, expanded, or 
# rfeviSed? so,, how? / > ^ • 

N * y / 

* D3. Should the Rainbow Kit Eroject be continued, inpdifie'd, ojt 
w discontinued?- ' 4 * % * n 

Should the Title I Early Childhood. Education Program be continued, 
Modified, or discontinued? If ,so, how? ^ • * 

D5. Should changes, be made in^jthe instruction^of kindergarten students 



who have participated Iji Early' Childhood Education Programs? 

D6. Should the Title I Parental Involvement Component be modified? 
If so , • how? ^ ^ . 
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DECISION QUESTlbN 



Shoul'd Che Title I Reading, Im- 
provement Program be modified? 
If 'so , hovj? 



DECISION 
DATE 



April, 1982 ' 



. DATE 
NEEDED, 



March, 1982 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



Dl-l. 



Dl-2. 



Dl-3. 



U1.-4. 



Dl-5.- 



Were the' obJectiveB of the 
Title I reading component 
mec? 

How many students were ^ 
se/rved at each grade in the 
ftjllowing^&a^s! 

* ^ 
aj< in the classroom only, 
b.' in the reading/center 

only, and « 
U. in both the clai/groora 

and Reading center? , 

Did students served\ln 
the three various locations 
(classroom* lab, or Uoth) A 
differ in" achievement gains? 

Considering instructional 
arrangement, was the 
part icipant-to- instructor 
ratio .equitable across 
campuses? . * 

How did the iggjievement of 

Title I studeBS compare ( 
with that of a comparable 
group of formerly Title I 
students who had been In 
schools without Title I 
for two years? * 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills' 



a. Title I Service Report , 



a. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

b. Title -LJiexv ice Report 

/ * ■ 

a. Title I Service^ Report 



a. Iowa Tests of ^aslc Skills <J 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECJSION QUESTION 



\ 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE I RELEVANT EVALUATION I . INFORMATION SOURCES 
NEEDED QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES » 



02. 



Should Title I schoolwide pro- 
jects be continued, expanded or 
.revised? * If so, how? 



April 1982. 



March, 1982 
/ 



Dl-6. Did 1980 At-Home Su rawer . 

Program participants snow 
larger achievement gains 
' from April 1981 to Aprft 
1982 than the matched 
comparison groups? 



D2-1. Were the objectives of the 
schoolwide projects met? 

D2-2. How did the achievement . 

gains cade by low-achieving 
students (40th percentile or| 
''below) in the schoolwide 
projects compare wlt^h the 
gains made' by low-achieving 
students in regular Title r 
schools? 

D2-3, How did achievement gains 
made by high-achieving 
students (above 40th percen- 
tile) in the schoolwide pro-l 
jects compare with the gains j 
made by hifch-achiev ing 
students in regular Title ! 
schools? 



Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 



a . 

b. 



Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 



Metropolitan Readiness Tests 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 



a . 
b. 



Metropolitan Readiness Tests 
Iowa Test.8 of Basic Skills 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 
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DECISION 
DATE . 



DATE 
NEEPED 



, RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



D3. 



Should the Rainbow Mt project be 
jioatinued, modified, or discon- 
tinued? 



June, 1982 



June, 



1982 



D2-4. Uow did the achievement 

gains of students who had 
participated in a shool- 
wide project for two years 
compare with students who 
had been in a regular 
Title 1 school for two year 
and participated in Title I 
during one or two years. 

t 

D3-1. Did the achievement gains 

of Ra'inbow^Kit participants 
exceed those of nonpartici- 
pants in the control group? 



U3 



-2. - Oo Title I students who 

have participated in Rain- 
bow Kits at more than one 
grade level show greater 
achievement gains than 



udents who have partid- 



st 



pated ins 

a) only one grade level of 
Rainbow Kits? 

b) no Rainbow, Kit*? 
i 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 
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DECISION QUESTION 



DA, Should the Title I Early Childhood 
Education Program be continued, 
modified, or discontinued? If so, 
how? 



c 



D5. Should changes be made in the 
instruction of kindergarten 
students who have participated 
in^Harly Childhood Education 
programs? <V , 



D6, Should the Title I Parental Involve- 
ment Component b* modified? If so, 
• how? 



DECISION 
DATE 



April, 1982 



Juno, 1982 



July, 1981, 



-ft ATE 
NEEDED 



March, 1982 



June, 198 2 



June, 1981 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



D4-1, }Vaij the objective of die 
Early Childhood Education 
Program met? 

D4-2, Do former Pre~K participants 
, score higher than other 
students in their schools 
when they reach higher grade 
» levels? 



D5-1 , Are there' di f ferences be- 
tween former pre-K students 
and their regular kinder- 
garten peersWn the amount 
of 1 time*' they ffbentf in: 

a) * basic Instruction 

b) adult contaqt, or 
*c)' t ime-on-task? 

D5-2T What are the instructional 
content areas covered by 
pre-K students and their 
regular kindergarten peers? 



D6-L Weru the objectives of the 
Parental Involvement Com- 
ponent met?* 



JNFORMATION SOURCES 



a, Peabody Klctore Vocabulary Test 



a, Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

b. Metropolitan Readiness Test 



Kindergarten Obseivations 



a. Kindergarten Observations 



a, Distrlctwlde PAC Attendance 
Form 

b. Local PAC Attendance Form 

c. Distrlctwlde PAC Agendas 

d, Local PAC Agendas 
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DECISION QUESTIONS; OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 




HATE *T- RELEVANT EVALUATION 
NEEDED J QUESTIONS &■ OBJECTIVES 



D6-2^5Did attendance at District- 
wide and Local PAC meetings 
improve over the 1980-81 
Bciiool year? 

D6-3, Mow many Districtvide and 
Local PAC meetings were 
held between July 1, 1981 f 
'and June 30, 1982? 

D6-4. How would parents prefer to, 
be involved in PAC*s in 
• future years? (What would 
they like to hav« included 
on PAC agendas , for exam- 
pie?,) 



b. 



a, 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



Dlstrictwide PAC Attendance 
iPoro 

Local PAC Attendance Form 

Dlstrictwide PAC Attendance 
Form J 

Local PAC Attendance Fona 

Parertt Survey 

r 
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^ INFORMATION NEEDS 

Needs Assessment „ , • * 

* ( 

11. What percentage of the students residing in each' Title I attencfcance 

arfea* are from low- income families? , * 

12. HdW similar are the results when the schools are ranked for Title I 
eligibility in the 'various* ways possible under the Title I regulations? 

13. How many students in each school scored below selected percentile 
poinj/tf-oti the MRT and ITBS. 

14. How many students would be eligible for Title I services for varioiks 
combinations of criteria for campus and student eligibility? * 

« * 

Annual Program Documentation v % 

15. How many students' were served by Title I at each grade in public and 
nonpublic schools? 

16. How many Students were served in N&D institutions? 

17. Were the objectives of the Title I Program met? (see below) * 

\ " " 

Title I 'Reading Improvement Program 

a* Upon completion pf the 1981-82' scbool year , students in the, Reading 
program in kindergarten will make the ' following gains as measured 
by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Language) administered .in English ; 

17 ; will gain 10 percentile points or more 0 . & 

7 will gaiti 7-9 percentile points. v * 

7 will gain 4-6, percentile points. 

13 will gain^l-3 percentile points/ 

56 will show normal gain or* less for students at. the same level. 

b. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the.Titf^^ 
Reading program in grade 1^ will score as follows* on the April, 1981, 
administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Average Reading' Grade 
Equivalent ). , ^ 

fill score at a grade equivalent of 1.9 or, % ebove. M ? 

11 score between grade equivalents of liVand 1.8. 

[1 -score between grade equivalents of 1.4 and 1.6. 

LI score between grade equivalents of 1.1 and 1*3. 

36% will score at a grade ^uivalent -of 1.0 or lower. 

#3 

12 




fp. . Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, . students' in* the Title I ' 
- Reading, program in* grade 2" will' make the following gains as measured 
* ' >y the Iowa- Tests of Basic Skills (Redding Total ) : / 

1 . ' : — : 2 — ; • , . " 

19% will gsin 10. percentile points dr mfcre. * * * * 
4% will gain 1 7-9 percentile, point^f % 




38% 



will gain 4-6 percentile point's, 
6% wili gain 1-31 percentile points. i* 
66%fo will "show normal gain or l£ss for students at the same level. 

ijp^n completion of the 1981-82 school year, students i$ the Title I 
ading program in grade 2 will make -the following gains, as Measured 
th^ £owa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total) : *' ~ 

will gain 10 percentile points or more , ^ 

will gain 7-9 percentile points, 

will gain 4-6 percentile points. 

will gain 1-3 ^percentile points. " , *** 

will ^ow normal -gain* or less for students at the samg level. 

e. Upon ^completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I 
Reading program in -grade 4_ will make th£ following gains, as measured 
by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills* (Reading Total) : ^ ^ 

L7% will gain 10 percentile points ,or moife. 

7% will gain 7-9 percentile pointjs. 

7% ' will gain 4-6 percentile points. 
13% will gain 1-3 percentile points. 

56% will show normal gain or less £or students at tl^ same level. 

f . Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, -students in the Title I 
Reading* program in grade _5 will make the following gains as measured' 

' byv the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total) : 

24% will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

7% t will gain 7-*9 percentile ppints. 
11% will gain 4-6 percentile points. i 
16% will gain 1-3 percentile points.' I 
42% will show normal gain or less foT students at the same leveA. 

g. Upon completion of the L981-82 school year, students in the Title 1/ 
Reading program in grade 6^ will make the following gains as measured 
by the Iowa Tests "of Basic Skills (Reading Total) : ' > 

21% will gain 10 percentile ^points or mor$. 

8% will gain 7-9 percentile points. 
13% will gain 4-6 percentile points. 
12%- will gain 1-3 percentile points. _ 

will show^riormal gain or less for students a£ the same level. 



46% 



13 

24 



•J 
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Schoolwide Projects ' " " . * \ * * 

a. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I " 
schoolwide project at Allison in kindergarten will make the ^following 
) gains -as measured by the Iowa Tests of-Basic Skills , ' 

29 will gain 10 percentile points or more. 9 : - 

9 will gain 7-9 percentile points, 
2 will gain 4-6 percentile points, 
will gain 1-3 percentile points,. 



54 will show normal gain or les^ for students at the same level, ' * 

* * 

b. Upon completioft-iof the 1981-82 school year; students in the Title 1 
schoolwide pfoject at Allison in grad e 1 w ill score as ^folrows on 
the April, 1981, administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 
(Average Reading Grgde- Equivalent) . 

27% >will score at a grade equivalent of 1,9 or able, - 

12% will scope between grad^' equivalents of l.*7 and 1,8, 

l!6% will score between grade equivalents of 1,4 and 1,6, 

18X will score between- grade equivalents of 1.1 and 1,3, 

27% will score at a grade equivalent of 1.0 or lower, 

c. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I 

schoolwide project at -Allison in grad e 2 w ill make the following 

gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic. Skills (Reading Total) . 
• * ft - - 

29% will gain 10 percentile points or moreV 

9% will gain 7-9 percentile points. 

2% will gaiji 4-6 percentile points. 

6% will gain 1-3 percentile points.. 

54% will show normal gain or less fov^ students at the same level. ' 



d, Upon completion of the -1981^2 school year, students in the Title I , 
schoolwide prbject at Allison in grad e 3 w ill make the following 
gains ds measured by the Iowa Test^ of Basic Skills (Reading Total) . 

38% will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

12% will gain 6«-9 percentile points* f 

12% will gain 4-6 percentile points 1 , 

9% will gain 1-3 percentile points, 

29% will show normal gain or , less fo*r students at the same level. 

e. Upon completion of the 1981^82 school year, students in the Title I 
schoolwide project at Becker In, kindergarten will make the following • 
gains as measured by the Iow£ Tests of Basic Skills . " 

16 • will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

14 will gain 6-9 percentile points. 

14 will gain 4-6 percentile points. t 

7 . will gain 1-3 percentile points. • 



48 frill show normal gain or less for students at the same level. 



14 

* 25 
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f. Upon completion of the 1981-82 School !year, students in the Title I 
schoolwide project at Becker in grade 1^ will store as follows on 

t^Jfie April, 1981, administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic Skiljjs « 
(Avexage Reading Grade Ezuivalent) ; 

'64% will score at grade equivalent of 1.9 or above. 

; 5% will score between grade equivalents of 1.7 and 1.8. 

12% will score between grade Equivalents of 1.4* and 1.6. 

14% will score between grade equivalents of 1,1 an4 1.3. 1 

» 5% will score at a grade equivalent of 1.0 or lower 

g. Upon completion of the 1981-82 schpol year, students in the Title I 
schoolwide project at Becker in grade 2 will make the following \ 
gains as measured by the Iowa Tes'ts of Basic Skills '(Readinfe Total); 



20% 



will gain 10 percentile points or more. 



3% will ga;Ln 6-9 percentile points. 
9% will gain 4-7 percentile points. 

1% will gain 1-3 percentile points. J 
67% will show normal gain .or less for students at the sajne lerol. 

* 

h. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I 
schoolwide project at Becker in grade 3 will make the following 
gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Average Reading 

. Grade Equivalent^) : 

21% will gain 10 percentile points or more. ' ^ 

6% will gain 6-9 percentile points. ^ 
25% will gain 4-7 percentile points* 
12% wfll gain 1-3 percentile points. ^ 
36% will show nomnal »gain 'or less for students at the same level. 

i. Upon completion of the, 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I 
schoolvide project at Becker in grade 4^ will make the following 
gaing as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total) : 

16% will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

14% will gain 7-9 percentile Doints. ^ 

14% will gain 4-6 percentiLtfpoints. 

7% will gain 1-3 percentile points. 

48% wild show normal gain or less ftfr students at the same level. 



j. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year^ students in the, Title I 
schoolwide project f kt Becker in 'grade _5 will make the following 
gains as measuWl by the Iowa Tests of Basic** Skills (Reading Total) : 



46% will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

5% will gain 6-9^ percentile points/ 
16% will gain 4-6 percentile points. 

3%» will gain 1-3 percentile points 
30% will show normal gain or less for students at the same level. 



15 



i 



.81,29 



r. 



k« Upon completion of the 1981-82 ^hool year, stu 
schoolWlde project at Becker in grade 6_ will^m^ 
gains as measured by the Iowa Test's of Basic Skills 




in the Title I 
following 
ading Total) : 



27% 




will gain 10 percentile points or more. 

yill gain 7-9 percentile points. * ' 

will gain 4-6 {>^rcentile points. * • m 
will gain 1-3 percentile points. 

will show normal gain ofc less^for student's at the same leveji. 



Early Childhood r 

^ a. Upota completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Early 
Childhood program in prekindergarten will make the following gains 
•as measured by the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test : 

25% will gain more than 20\standard score points. 



22% % will gain 11-20. stajjd^pd score points. 
14% will gain 6-10 startdard score ^jgmits . r 

7% - will gain ^1^5 standard score points. * 
32% will show normal gain or less for students of the same level. 




Parental Involvement 



A minimum^ f one parent training session for the 
DistrictwSS%i PAC members w;Lll be held during the 
1981-82 school year. It; may be in conjunction 
witfi the Districtwide PAC meetings.- 



/An 

* StI 



• / A minimum of two Iftaff de^felopment sessions will 
^eld by the'TitleM and $itl»e I^Migrant in- 
iructional coordinators for the community repre- 
sentatives" and/or the. campus PAC contact persons. 



• A minimum of one parent* training session will be 
held on each Title I 'campus during the 1981-82 
sctiool year. It may be held in conjunction with' 
the local PAC meeting. f 
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INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIE 



1 



CO 



INFORMATION NEED 



DATE 
NEEDED 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



H 



II. 



What percentage of the students residing 
in each Title I attendance tarea are 
from low-inGome families? J 



3-1-82 



12. 



14. 



15. 



How similar are the results when the 
schools are ranked for Title I eligibil- 
ity in each w,ay possible under the 
Title I regulations? 

How many students in each scM^>l scored 
^below selected percentile points on 
vhe MBT and ITBS? 

Howv many students would be eligible for 
Tit^e "I services for' various combina- 
tions of criteria for' campus and 
student eligibility? 

How many students were served by Tftle I 
at each grade"* in public and nonpublic 
schools?* 



3-1-82 



16. How many .students were served in N&D 
institutions? ^ 

11. Were^the objectives of the Title I 
program ment? 



3-1-82 
3-1-82 

7-1-82 

7-1-82 
7-1-82 



a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 



a. 
b. 
c. 



a. 
b. 



a. 
b.* 
c. 



Student Master File 
District Free Lunch Records 

Income Information for District Special Programs 

District Dropout File 

Income Information for Dropouts 

Attendance Information from Nonpublic Schools and 
N&D Institutions 

Income Information from Nonpublic Schools and 
$&D Institutions 

Page 3 Sources 

Metropolitan Readiness Tests 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills • 



Metropolitan Readiness Tests 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 



Metropolitan Readiness Tests 
Ibwa Tests <of Basic Skills 
Page 3 Sources 



a. Title I Service Report 

b. Nonpublic School Nine Week Report 

c. Pr6-K Enrollment Form * 

a, N&D Nine Week Reports 



a. Metropolitan Readiness Tests 

b. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 




29. 



DISSEMINATION 



INFORMATION 


DISSEMINATION 
FORMAT 


6" ATE 


PERSONS 
RECEIVING 


Evaluation findings .for 1980-81 


Brief Brochure 

9 


8-81 


For general dis- 
tribution: 


* 






Parents, 

Teachers , 

Principals, 

Program' staff, , 

Administration, , % 

TEA, 

etc. 


Evaluation findings "for 1980-81 


Presentation 


9-81 


Title I Teachers 
Title I/Migrant 
PAC 


Evaluation design |or 1981-82 


Evaluation Desigi 


9-30-81 

i 


Program staff, 
Administrators 


Needs assessment information 


Needs Assessment 
Document 


2-82 


* 

"State and Federal 
Applications and 
Compliance 


Evaluation findings for 1981-82 

' \ 
> 

i 


Final Report 
Technical Report 


6-30-82 


AISD 

r 


4 ' . 

X ' •:■ 


• 




* 


1 

• 






» * 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 



1% Peabody Picture 
Voc abu 1 a r y |Tes t , 



Metropolitan Readiness 
Tests. 



Iowa Testa of Basic 
Skilla. 



S 



Kindergarten Observa- 
t ions 



5, Pre-K Enrollment Form 



Ndpulahon 



AH Early Childhood par- 
ticipants. 



Xll lat graders^ln Title 
I school?. 



1 - All students in grades 
K-8, 1981-82. 

2. All Title I partici- 
- pants, 1980-81. 



A sample of former Pre-K 
students and a sample of 
regular K students in Tit It 
*I and non-Title I schools. 

Stua*fents enrolled in Title 
I pre^K program. 



EVAL.OUES 
REFERENCED 



D4-1 



D2-2, 02-3, 
04^2, 1-2, 1-3, 
1-4 X 1-7 



Dl-1, 01-3, 
Dl-5, 01-6, 
D2-1, 02-2, 
D2-J, 02-4, 
D3-1, 03-2, 
D3-3, 04-2/ 1-2, 
1-2, 1-3, 1-4, 
1-7. 

05-1, D5-2 ' 



DATE: 
COLLECTED 



October, 1981 
April, 1982 



September 1981 



April, 1981 
April, 1982 



October, *1981 

through 
May, 1982 



Poll and Sprjng, 
1981, 1982 ' 



ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 



Frequency counts. 
Descriptive atatistics. 
Analysis of covariance. 



Frequency counts. 
Analysis of covariance. 



Frequency counts, 
ttescriptive atatistica. 
W^lysia of covariance. 



Frequency counta. 
Descriptive statistics. 



Counts. 



REMARKS 



. 32 
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I INFORMATION 
1 SOURCE ^ 


POPULATION 


1 6 * 


Title, I Service Report. 


Title I students in all 
schools. 


1 7 * 


Student Master File. 


All students in Aisn 


1 8 * 


District Dropout File. 


All dropouts from AISD. ° 


1 9 * 


District Free Lunch 
Records. 


All students in "regular" 
AISD schools. * & 


1 10. 


Income Information for 
District Spelcal Pro- 
grans. 


All students In AIS£ 
special programs. 


I ii. 


Income Information for 
Dropouts. 


All dropouts currently 
resident in Af^n 


I 12. 
1 1 


Attendance Information 
f rom HonpuBlic schoors 
which- report enroll-^ 
oent to AISD. 


Students attending nonpub- 
lic schools 'which report 

pnf n 1 1 DiAn h ^ r\ i ten 

ciiiui irauni to AibU 


1 


Income Information Jfrora 
Nonpublic Schools a n d' 
H&D Institutions. 


Students attending nonpub- 
lic and n&D Institutions, ' 


1 U * 


Page 3 Sources.. 


All AISD schools 


15. 

E * 


Nonpublic and H&D 
Nine-Week Reports. 

/ 


Students served by Title I 
is nonpublic and N&D In- 
stitutions. 


-4 


* 





VI 

INFORMATION . SOURCES 



E.VAL. QUES. 
REFERENCED 



Dl-2, Dl-4, 1-5 



1-1 


Ongoing 


1-1 


Ongoing 


1-1 


January or 




February ^ 1982 


1-1 


January or 




February, 1982 



1-1 



1-1 



1-1 



1-2, 1-4 ( 
1-5, 1*6 



DATE 
COLLECTED 



Fnll and Spring 



January or 
February, 1982 



January or 
February, 1982 



Every nine weeks 



ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 



Frequency counts. 
Cross Tabulation. 

Counts . 

Counts. 

Counts. ' 

s 

Counts, 
f 

t 

Counts. 



Counts . 



Counts. 



Ranking schools by various 
criteria. 

Counts. 



REMARKS 



v. 



«§3 



31 
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VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
> SOURCE 



16. 



Local PAC Attendance 
Fona. . * 



17. Local PAC agendas. 



18. 



19. 



20. 



21. 



22. 



Dij^rlctwide PAC 
Attendance Porn. 



s/ri 



Diafrictwide PAC 
Agendas. 



Parent Survey 

District Records. 

Page 3 o^Tltle I 
Application 'for 1981-82 



POPULATION 



Parents attending local 
PAC meetings^^ 



H/A 



Parents attending District 
wide PAC meetings. 



H/A 



Parents o£ /Title I student 



Title 1 teachers. Student 
teachers. 

H/A 



EVAL QUES. 
REFERENCED 



D6-l if D6-2, 
D6-3. 

D6-1 



D6-1, D6-2, - 
D6-3. 



D6-1 



D6-4 



1-1 



1-2, 1-4 



DATE 
COLLECTED 



ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUE^ 



Septeaber, 1981 

through 
April, 1982 

September, 1981 

tltrough 
April, 1982^ 

Septeaber, 1981 
, through 
£pril, 1982 

Septeaber, 1981 
, through 
April, 1982 

November, 19£1 



Pall, 1981 < 



H/A 



Counts. 



tf/A 



Counts. 



H/A x 



Frequency counts, content 
artalysis. 

Counts. ^ 



Counts. 



BEMARKS 



ERIC 
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0 
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VII 

DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS 



A* Students 



Ongoing 



October, 1981 
April, 1982 

November, 1980, 
through April, 1981 



1> Tests of Basic Experiences II - Language; 
Metropolitan Readiness Tests , California 
Achievement Tests: Administered to students 
in Title I schools^who do not have spring 
• 1981 (grades 2-5) or fall 1981 (grade K-l) 
test scores* Also administered to students 
with possibly invalid test scores. 

2. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test : Administered 
to Title I Early Childhood Program participants. 

Kindergarten Observations: Observations of a 
flection of former pre-Kindergarten students 
d regular kindergarten students. 



Fall, 1981 
Spring, 1981 



November, 1980, 
and March, 1981 



B. Teachers • 

1. Early Childhood Roster : Roster of students 
participating in each Title I.Early Childhood 
Program classroom. 



oom. 



2. Title I Service Report : Completed by Title I 
reading teachers and/or aides. 



C. Others 



^^ntfinuous 



Local' and District PAC Agenda : Collected by 
the Title I/Migrant Parental Involvement 
Specialist (from campus contact persons for 
parental involvement). 



Continuous 




2. Local and District PAC Attendance Fuim : — — — 
•Signatures of parents attending local or 
District PAC meetings, Collected by Title ' 
I Parental Involvement Specialist from 
campus contact persons for parental i^|falv$r 
ment. f * ' 



ERJC 22 Q ~ . t 
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EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



00 



U> 



ACTIVITY 



A, Besign 




B. Information Sources 



1. 
2. 
3. 
- 4. 
5, 
6, 
7. 
8, 
9. 

10. 
11. 



12. 

13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 



Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test. 
Metropolitan Readiness Tests. 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. - 
Kindergarten Observations. 
Title I Service Report. * 
Student Master File. 
District Dropout File. 
District Free-Lunch Records.; 
Income Information for District 
Special Programs. 
Income Information for Dropouts. 
Attendance Information for Non- 
public Schools and N&D Institu- 
tions. N ~ 

Income Information 'from Nonpublic 
and N&D Institutions. * 4 
Local PAC Attendance Form. 
Local PAC Agendas. 
Districtwide PAC Attendanpe Form. 
Disttictwide PAC Agendas. 
District Records." 
Page 3 of Title I Application for 
1980-81. 



38 



DIRECTOR 



INTERN 



40 

10 
20 



EVALUATOR 



10 



/ 



PROGRAMMER 



D 


J 


1. 
X 




8 


35 


8 


35 


10 


30 


.5 


25 




J 


5 . 


9 


1 


4 


.5 


2 


1 




2 




1 • 




1 




1 




1 
1 


/ * 

y 


5 

X 


" / 2 


/ 

/ 





EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 



20 

10 
100 
10 



1 
5 



SECRETARY 



.5 



2 
20 
8 

3, 



.5 



2 
2 



2 
1 
1 
L 
1 
1 



X 



VIII 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 





ACTIVITY f 


DIRECTOR 


INTERN 


EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 


c. 


Interra Dissemination \ 

V * 








» 


V 


— / 




1, Findings Brochure, 

2, PAC Presentation, / . 

3, Manual* and Materials for Testing 
'Students for Title I eligibility* 

4, Needs Assessment, 

5, Overlap Study, y 

^ I 


-.25 • 


t 

S 

ft 


3 

.25 

20 
10 
2 « 


— — 

5 
5 


* 4 

10 
' 1 

i 


4 
■ 2 

10, 

1^ ' - 


. b. 


Acf Hoc Analyses 


2 . 


10* 


20 ; 


42 


10 


n 


E. 


Pinal and Technical Reports, * 

\ -, -- ■ . 


i ^ — 

\ 5 


,20 * 


52.25* 


— 


*°. 


65 ' 


F« 


Other "Dissemination, 


3 


•, 10 - 


5 s 


5 


10 


15- 


G. • 


-Administrative and Other Indirect 
Cpsts.' 


15 






•o 


' 20 ' 


■ 60 


H.„. 

> 


JTOTAL r m p • • 


- *27.25 


"l5 

T 


230 


• 230 

f 


* * • 


•230 


-» j 
>' ** 

* • ; 


* • * 

a - 


* * t * 


** 

r- 


,'• 








0 


-■ ■■■■ • : / 






• 

•4 . 






4 



00 



ro 



•2 
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Will D; Davis, President 
Nan Clayton, Vice President 
Manuel Navarro, Secretary 
Steye M. Ferguson Peter W. Werner, M. D. 

Ed Small - * Jerry Nugent 

w SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 
Dr. John Ellis 
DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF RES^ARQH AND EVALUATION 
Jte. Freda M. Holiey 
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